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postage as first-class mail in an envelope addressed to Commissioner for Patent^ P.O. j Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 2231 3-1 450. ->7 



Sir: 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

As authorized and encouraged under 37 CFR §§ 1 .97-1 .98 and the provisions of 
MPEP §§ 609 and 707.05 (b), Applicant submits herewith certain supplemental patent 
references, publications and/or other information which the Patent and Trademark Office 
may wish to consider in examining the above-identified patent application. The references 
and information are listed below and on attached form PTO-1449. 



U.S. PATENTS 



U.S. PATENT NUMBER 


INVENTOR(S) 


6,716,522 


Matsumoto et al. 



A copy of the document is included for the express purpose of providing the Patent 
and Trademark Office with ample opportunity to evaluate the same and arrive at an 
independent assessment of the materiality, if any, to the examination of the above- 
identified application. 

In reviewing the enclosed copy of the above document, the Examiner is instructed 
to ignore any underscoring or highlighting which may have been done because such 
markings may or may not have any relationship to the subject matter of the above- 
identified application. The copy being submitted with this Information Disclosure 
Statement is the best copy available at this time. 

The identification of the document herein is not intended to be, and should not be 
understood as being, an admission that such document, in fact, constitutes "prior art" 
within the meaning of applicable law. 

Applicant submits this statement in accordance with their duty of disclosure under 
37 C.F.R. §1 .56. This statement is filed in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1 .97(c), after the 
mailing date of a first Office Action on the merits, but before the mailing date of either a 
final action or a Notice of Allowance. The reference was not cited in a communication 
from a foreign office in a counterpart foreign application, and, to the knowledge of the 
person signing this certification after making reasonable inquiry, the reference was not 
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known to any individual designated in § 1 .56(c) more than three months prior to the filing 
of the information disclosure statement. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the document cited herein be made of record 
in the normal manner and that such document appear on the printed patent as being 
considered and made of record. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: S^j|fj By: *>- ^A*^~r 

Jeffrey C. Norris 

Registration No. 42,039 

Standley Law Group LLP 

495 Metro Place South, Suite 210 

Dublin, Ohio 43017-5319 

Telephone: (614) 792-5555 

Facsimile: (614) 792-5536 
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FORM PTO-1449 TO BE FILED WITH 
INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 



U.S. Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 

SUPPLEMENTAL 
INFORMATION 
DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 
BY APPLICANTS 



Atty. Docket No.: CPL1 538-209 
Serial No. 10/045,519 
Applicant: Frechette 
Filing Date: October 26, 2001 
Group Art Unit: 1714 
Examiner: Edward J. Cain 



U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS 



Examiner's 
Initial 


Document 
Number 


Date 


Name 


Class/Sub- 
class 




6,716,522 


4/6/2004 


Matsumoto et al. 


428/326 



Examiner 



Date Considered 



Examiner: Initial if citation considered, whether or not citation is in conformance with 
MPEP 609. Draw line through citation if not in conformance and not considered. 
Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant. 

The identification of any document herein is not intended to be, and should not be 
understood as being, an admission that each such document, in fact, constitutes "prior 
art" within the meaning of applicable law since, for example, a given document may 
have a later effective date than at first seems apparent or the document may have an 
effective date which can be antedated. The "prior art" status of any document is a 
matter to be resolved during prosecution. 
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